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1 REMARKS 

2 The Applicants respectfully request recbnsideratiori and allowance of claims 25-42 in 

3 view of the above amendments and the following arguments. 
4 

5 I. THE AMENDMENTS 

6 The disclosure is amended to correct several typographical errors, and is also amended at 

i 

7 page 26 to employ language consistent with tl^ claim language. Claim 26 is amended above to 

8 correct an antecedent basis error. Claim 32 is iamended to indicate that the player data collection 

I 

9 airangement detects the assignment of the pla>!^r to the hotel room as discussed at the top of i^ge 
10 3 1 of the disclosure. Claim 33 is amended fpf consistency with claim 32. 

n 

; 

i. 

1 2 U. THE CLAIMS ARE NOT ANTIdPAfED BY THE CITED ART 

1 3 The Office Action rejected claims 32, $3, 39, 40, and 42 under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(c) as bemg 

14 anticipated by U.S. Patent Publication No. 20t|4/0166940 to Rothschild (the "Rothschild 

1 5 reference" or "Rothschild"). The AppUcants #ibmit that these claims are not anticipated by : 

I 

r 

16 Rothschild. i 

I 

1 7 Claim 32 is directed to a gaming systeib and includes the following elements: 

18 (a) a gaming machine including a game presentation arrangement capable of 

1 9 producing a respective game pitsentation for any one of a number of different 

20 games, the gaming machine beihg located in a hotel room; 
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1 (b) a player data collection arrangement for detecting that a person has been 

2 assigned to the hotel room in which the gaming machine is located and for 

3 storing player preference infomiaation for the person assigned to the hotel room; 

4 (c) a system configuration arrangement for producing a system configurationi 

5 command based on the player preference information for the person 

6 assigned to the hotel room; arid 

7 (d) a game modificalion controller |in communication with the system configuration 

8 arrangement and with the gaming machine, the game modification controller fc>r 

9 responding to the system conliguration command by communicating 

1 0 presentation switching instructions to the gaming machine, the presentation 

1 1 switching instructions causing the gaming machine to produce a game 

12 presentation specified by the jiresentation switching instructions. (Emphasis 

13 Added) J 

1 4 The Applicants submit that there is no teachm^ or suggestion in Rothschild for elements (b), (c)> 

15 and (d) in claim 32. ? 

16 The Office Action relies on the reference to a hotel/casino database 40c in paragraph 32 

17 of Rothschild for teaching the limitation of element (b) of claim 32. However, the mere 

1 8 reference to a hotel/casino database 40c in Rothschild does not teach or suggest any player 

1 9 detecting arrangement for detecting that a persbn has been assigned to a given hotel room in i 

20 which a given gaming macliine is located. Thik detection as required in element (b) of claim 32 

21 can occur only by recognizing that there is a specific gaming machine in a specific hotel room 
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1 and that a person has been assigned to that specific hotel room. There is simply no suggeslion.of 

2 tills in the Roihschild reference, either in the QXicd paragraph 32 or ;^lsewheie. 

i. ■ 
I- i 

3 The Office Action cites paragraphs 22,|24, and 30 of Rothschild as disclosing a system- 

j 

4 configuration arrangement as required in element (c) of claim 32. The Applicants respectfiilly 

5 submit that nothing in Rothschild, includLng paragraphs 22, 24, and 30, teaches or suggests the 

6 system configuration arrangement required at element (c) of claim 32. Paragraph 22 of 

7 Rothschild simply describes variations for a cdmpuling device 14 through which games may be 

8 played in the disclosed system. Paragraph 24 of Rothschild merely states that players may be 

9 required to open an account to participate in g4mes, and describes the various types of 

10 information that may be associated with such in account. Paragraph 30 of Rothschild simply : 

i 1 indicates that a player may enroll in a player triicking system at the casino and that certain data^ 

1 2 may be associated with the player through the:f>layer tracking system. There is no suggestion in 

13 Rothschild of a system configuration arrangOTienl for producing a system configuration 

1 4 command based on player preference information for a particular person that has been assigned 

15 to a particular hotel room in which a specific gaming machine is located. Thus, Rothschild does 

16 not disclose the limitations set out at element (g) of claim 32. 

1 7 The Office Action cites paragraph 3 1; of Rothschild as disclosing a game modification 

18 controller as required in element (d) of claim 32. The Applicants respectfully submit that 

1 9 nothing in Rothschild, including paragraph 3 1 teaches or suggests the game modification 

i 

20 controller required at element (d) of claim 32. JParagraph 31 of Rothschild simply lists the 

2 1 various types of information and player preferences thai may be provided by a player when the 

22 player enrolls in the casino's player tracking system. There is nothing in paragraph 31 or 
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1 elsewhere in Rothschild that teaches or sugge^s a game modification conlroller for responding to 

2 a system configuration command by communicatijig presentation switching instructions to a 

3 gaming machine located in a particular hotel rOom as required by element (d) of claim 32. 

4 Applicants' claim 39 is directed to a rnelhod of changing a game presentation produced 

5 by a gaming machine and requires the followifig method steps: 

6 (a) detecting that a player has be^. assigned to a hotel room in which the gaming 

: ( 

7 machine is located; 

8 (b) retrieving stored player preference information for the player; 

9 (c) producing a system configuration command based on the retrieved player 

1 0 preference information for thq iplayer, the system configuration command 

1 1 identil^ng a game presentation likely to be favoticd by the player; 

12 (d) communicating presentation switching instructions to the gaming machine in : 

1 3 response to the s>^em configuration command; and 

14 (e) changing fix>m the game pres^tation at the gaming machine to the game 

1 5 presentation likely to be favored by the player» the change fi^om the game 

1 6 presentation being performed in response to the presentation switching 

17 instructions. 

1 8 The Applicants respectfully submit that Rothschild does not teach or suggest any of these 

1 9 limitations. At the outset» the mere reference to a hotel/casino database in paragraph 32 of 

20 Rothschild does not teach or suggest detectiiig that a player has been assigned to a hotel room 

21 in which a gaming machine is located as required at element (a) of claim 39. Furthermore 

22 nothing in Rothschild suggests retrieving stojred player preference information for the particular 
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1 player that has been assigned to a hotel room in which a gaming machine is located or producing 

2 a system configuration command for this playier. Thus, Rothschild also does not teach the 

3 requirements of elements (b) and (c) of claims 39. Rothschild also does not suggest 

4 communicating presentation switching instnicjdons to the gaming machine in the hotel room !: 

5 assigned to the player as required at element (<i) of claim 39. Finally, nothing in Rothschild 

6 teaches or suggests changing a game presentat|ion at the gaming machine in the assigned hotet . 

7 room to a presentation likely to be favored by iihe player that has been assigned to the hotel room 

8 as required by element (e) of claim 39. 

9 Since the Rothschild reference does not disclose any component for detecting when a 

10 player has been assigned to a hotel room in wHich a gaming machine is located, the reference 

1 1 also cannot disclose the further related limitatij^ns in dependent claims 33 and 40. 

1 2 Claim 42 is directed to a program prodiict that includes system iconfiguration code that: is 

13 executable for retrieving game preference information for a player that has been assigned to. a 

14 hotel room In which a gaming roacbine is lotated, and for producing a sj'stem configuratiori 

15 command based on that retrieved information J: As indicated above in connection with claims 32 

16 and 39» nothing in Rothschild suggests taking any action for a player that has been assigned tO:a 

17 hotel room in which a gaming machine is located. Thus, Rothschild cannot teach or suggest the 
1 g system configuration code required by elcmeni(a) of claim 42. Rothschild also does not suggest 

19 any presentation switching at a gaming machifiie located in a hotel room and thus cannot su^qst 

20 the presentation switching program code required at element (b) of claim 42. 
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Because Rotlischilci does not disclose a,U of the elements required in claims 32, 33, 39,: 
40, and 42, the Applicants believe these claimi are not anticipated by the Rothschild reference. 
The Applicants therefore believe the anticipatiiDn rejection of these claims should be withdrav/h. 

m. THE CLAIMS ARE NOT OBVIOUS M VIEW OF THE CITED ART 

The Office Action rejected claims 25-31, 34-38, and 41 under U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the Rothschild in view of UJS, . Patent No. 5,923,252 to Sizer et al. (the *'Siz«ir 
patent" or "Sizer"). The Applicants respectfully submit that the claims are not obvious over 
Rothschild in view of Sizer on the ground thi^fthe proposed combibation oifiRothschild and Si2er 
does not include each element required in the ibjected clauns. 

As indicated in the Office Action at th^:lK)ttom of page 4 and top ofpage 5, the 
Rothsctiild reference docs not teach any elemt^t for detecting a player as \kc player traverses die 
gaming facility and approaches the area of th^igikming facility in \vhich the jgaming machine is 
located as required at element (b) of claim 2^^id element (a) of clkim 34. The Office Action: 
also indicates that Rothschild does not teachi|iy elemeiit for switching the game presentatiohjat 
the gaming machine prior to an arrival of the player at the gaming machine as required at eleitiiEnt 
(e) of claim 25, element (e) of claim 34, and c^itient (b) of claim 41. Tlie Office Action relief on 
tfie Sizer patent for suggesting these elements missing from Rothschild. 

The Sizer patent is directed to a marketing device that detects the presence of a person 
proximate to a product to be marketed and, if ^ is detemn'ned that the person may be interested in 
the product, delivers a marketing message. It Is made very clear particularly in the descriptiori. 
beginning at Col. 2, line 44 of Sizer that simpfe detection of a person by itself is insufficient to 
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1 cause a message to be delivered. Rather, Sizeji- requires some determination of whether or not the 

2 marketing message should be delivered to a detected person. For this reason, there is no 

3 teaching or suggestion in the Sizer patent d| providing a marketing message prior to llie! 

4 arrival of a person at a product. Accordingjlo Sizer, it must first be determined that the peiton 

5 has some interest in the product prior to preseiiling the marketing message. Thus, even if the : 

6 advertising system disclosed in Sizer was sonichow combined with the gaming system described 

7 in Rothschild, the resulting combination wouli^ still not mclude any elmient for taking an actiipn 

8 at a gaming machine prior to the arrival of tijie detected player at the gaming machine as 

9 required by claims 25, 34, and 41 . Furthennoiie, providing an advertising message as disclosed 

10 by Sizer and as suggested in the Office Actioniat lines 9-14 of page 5 does not suggest 

1 1 switching game presentations prior to the dMval of the player at the gistning machine. 

L . ^ 

I • [ 

12 Because the proposed combination of l^othschild and Sizer fails to teach or suggest alljof 

1 3 the elements required in claims 25, 34, and 41] these claims are not obvious in view of the 

14 references. The Applicants therefore submit tSat claims 25, 34, and 41 are in condition for 

1 5 al lowance together with their respective deper^ent claims. 
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CONCLUSION 

For all of the above reasons the Appli<Sants respectfully request reconsideratioo and 
allowance of claims 25-42. 

If any issue remains as to the allowability of these claims, or if a conference might 
expedite allowance of the claims, the Examine^ is asked to telephone the undersigned attorney 
prior to issuing a further action in this case. 

i 
.1 

^spectfijl ly submitted, 
Tiie Culbertson Group, P.C. 



Dated: 




Rus^n D. Culbertson, Reg. No. 32,124 

Trevor Lind, Reg:|:No. 54.785 

1114 Lost Creek boulevard. Suite 420 

Austin, Texas 78746 

512-327-8932 

ATTORNEYS f6r APPLICANTS 
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